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» The writer, a decorated Marine veteran, is the author of |

the book Militarism, US.A, and a consultant to the Center for
Detense Information,

By JAMES A, DONOVAN

Colonal, USMC {Ret.)

In addition to defending the Umted States from attack and
maintaining peace, a primary national security objective of the
Carter administration — as well as of Presidents Nixon and
Ford ~ has been to deter nuclear war with the Soviet Union.

In recent years as both nuclear superpowers have
strengthened their strategic nuclear arms, the responsible lead-
€15 on both sides have hecome xncreasmcly aware that a nu-
clear. war would not only destroy their nations and cause hun—

dreds-of ‘millions of casualties in both the Soviet Union and -
MNorth-‘America, but also would be disastrous for much -of the
world.

As a consequence no'sane nauonal leader is hker to take
any action that would result in even one nuclear weapon being

directed at one of his nation’s cities, Ten or 20 hostile nuclear
cxplosions would be an unprecedented calamity for any modern:

‘society.

#rowing stockpiles of strategic nuclear warheads totaling over’

12 500 weapons. The French, the British, the Chinese and possi- -
Ln Israel and India have additional stocks of nuclear weapons, -

and the future of mankind remains in mortal’ danger :

et the United States and the Soviet Union now mamtamf-;

All other issues — political, social, economic or rehgxous-‘

- now pale to msxgmfxcance in comparison to the right of the :

worli's people to live in safety and peace, free of the very real-
threat of nuclear death and destruction. .

President Carter always has stated his desire to rednce, :

and eventually to eliminate, nuclear weapons from the world’s

arsenals. But the realities of international power, internal poli--

tics and the pressures of vested defense interests make modest

arms controls and limited reductions of strategic weapons the

oaly feasible objectives-at this time.
- Qur national strategic policy seeks to mamtam essentxal'
emxvalence {or, rather, total equality) with the strategic power

of the Soviet Unicn. This means that the United States must .
maintain sufficient strategic forces to assure the destruction of

all important enemy targets. This capability must be perceived

by our potential enemies and recogmzed by our dependent -

allies. .
We now have sucn capability and have had for many years
a more than adequate and realistic deterrent to any form of
nuclear attack upon either the United States or our ailies and

friends who depend upon the stueld of our strategxc nuclear-

strength. -
‘Fhe United otates now has a mxghty, alert hxghly tramed
and.clpable variety of strategic forces, armed with over 9,500

nuclear weapons. The Soviet Union has some 5,000 strategic nu-

clear weapons they could in turn direct at the U.S. Both natxons
are capable of assured destruction of each other.

In a nuclear war of any scale, despite the theories and
fantasies of some strategic planners and dreamers, there would
be po winner. Most mponslble national officials now recognize
that the time is long overdue for the nuclear powers to stop the
arras race and to pracuce restraint and sanity in their rela-

eresis

The Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty talks have been the
initial and tedious steps undertaken since 1969 by the United
States and the Soviet Unicn to limit strategic arms, as well as ;
to enhance.each nation’s own national security.. Both nations
realige-the dangers of an uncontrolled arms buildup and, at the
sarfe,time, both want to be certain that they are not bema
placed-in a position of strategic inferiority.

Secretary of Defense Harold Brown has stated “The Sovi~ .
ets have as great an interest and should have as great aa inter--
est in strategic arms limitations as we do: It's in their security -
interests as well as ours to hold down the. level of strategic
arms because raising them by a notch so that they have more
and we have more than we do now, will not make either of us
more secure. It will make us less secure. Therefore, it’s in their
own self-interest to proceed with the Strategic-Arms Limitation
Talxs, and an agreement, and 1 have observed that they act m‘
their own interest.”

s The US. government “has developed three separate strate-f
gi¢Systems collectively referred to as the Triad, which consists!
of »tand-based intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs),]
subthatine-based ballistic missiles (SLBMs) and heavy strategic |
bombers. Each system effectively serves as a deterre'xt to the
threat of a Soviet attack. B

Presently, the strategic balance between the United Stata
and the Soviet Union is relatively stable, and it is in the se~
curity interest of both nations to maintain thls stabllxty SALT_
I provides for greater stability: i

The provisions of SALT do not hmge upon trust between
the two superpowers The United States can verify Soviet com--
pliance by “national techiical means” of considerable variety.
We have reconnaissance satellites that can photograph the ep-
tire Soviet Union in great defail. The satellites also have radio
hsienmg devices and infrared sensors that can spot a Sovxet
mzssne {ést Taunch.

e Unifed States also mamtams an’ extenswe net of~
radars radio receivers, intelligence ships, observaiion alreraft”
and_other information sources that provxde a steggg__ﬂgux
intelligence on Soviet activities. -

There is also a Standing - Consultatxve Cammissxon of
American and Soviet experts who'discuss any ambiguons infor--
mation or indications of ‘possible treaty violations by either
side. Both Presidents Ford and Carter have stated there have’
been no significant Soviet violations of SALT I and there is no
evidence to indicate that violations can go undetected. Both na-
tions realize that obvious. vmlatwns of the agreements will in.
effect nullify the treaty. SN e e
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